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BARBARA DELOACH, natural nother of Shel by Dawson
i ndividually and on behalf of all wongful
deat h beneficiari es,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

DAVID M BRYAN, individually and in his official capacity as
sheriff of Panola County, M ssissippi; PANOCLA COUNTY

M SSI SSI PPl ; HUGH BRI GHT, individually and in his

official capacity as Jail Adm nistrator of the Panola

County Jail; EDWARD DI CKSON, individually and as a Jailer for
Panol a County Jail; RI CK JOHNSQN, individually and

as a Jailer for Panola County Jail,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:00-CV-29

Bef ore GARZA, DeMOSS, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

Bar bara DeLoach filed a 42 U S.C. § 1983 suit agai nst Panol a
County, David M Bryan, individually and in his official capacity
as sheriff of Panola County, M ssissippi; Hugh Bright,

individually and in his official capacity as Jail Adm nistrator

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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of the Panola County Jail; Edward D ckson, individually and as a
Jailer for Panola County Jail; and Ri ck Johnson, individually and
as a Jailer for Panola County Jail. DeLoach sought damages

arising out of the suicide of her son, Shel by Dawson, while
Dawson was being held in the Panola County Jail. The district
court granted sunmary judgnent in favor of the defendants,
di sm ssing DeLoach’s clains. DelLoach now appeal s.

DeLoach does not argue that the district court erred in
di sm ssing her federal clains against Panola County and her state
| aw clainms. She also does not argue that the district court
erred in dismssing her clains against Bryan, Bright, Dickson,
and Johnson in their official capacities. Lastly, she does not
reiterate her clains regarding inproper training and instruction.
Accordingly, these clains are deened abandoned on appeal. Yohey
v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr. 1993)(cl ai ns not
adequately argued in the body of the brief are deened abandoned
on appeal).

We review the district court’s decision to grant sunmary
j udgnent de novo, drawing all inferences in favor of the

nonnmovi ng party. Fraire v. Arlington, 957 F.2d 1268, 1273 (5th

Cr. 1992). 1In order to prevail on a 42 U S. C. § 1983 claim
based on the alleged failure of |aw enforcenent officials to
prevent the suicide of a pretrial detainee, the plaintiff nust

denonstrate that the officials acted with deliberate indifference
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to the detai nee’ s needs. Fl ores v. County of Hardeman, 124 F. 3d

736, 738 (5th Gir. 1997).
Viewi ng the evidence in the light nost favorable to DelLoach,
we concl ude that DeLoach failed to show that a genui ne issue of
material fact existed with regard to whet her the defendants had
actual know edge of Dawson’s suicidal tendencies and di sregarded
that risk. During his five-nonth incarceration, Dawson did not
appear suicidal. At no tine did Dawson, DeLoach, or any other
i ndi vidual ever notify the defendants that Dawson was suicidal or
had suicidal tendencies. At the time of his death, Dawson had
spent approximately five nonths in the Panola County Jail w thout
incident. The evidence of the alleged “suicide note” and of
Dawson’s prior nental health treatnent was too renote in tine.
The nore recent history of Dawson’ s behavior as related by the
jail staff was a better indication of Dawson’s nental health at
the time of his death. The judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RMED.



